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Federal courts, in determining whether a judge's actions are judicial in nature so that the rule of absolute judicial immunity 


applies, ! generally consider four factors.” These are: 


(1) whether the precise act complained of is a normal judicial function or whether the act is normally performed by a judge;° 
(2) whether the act occurred in the courtroom or appropriate adjunct spaces such as the judge's chambers;* 
(3) whether the controversy centered around a case pending before the court;> and 


(4) whether the parties dealt with the judge or the acts arose directly out of a visit to the judge in the judge's official capacity.° 
These four factors are broadly construed in favor of immunity,’ Immunity may be afforded even though one or more of these 


factors is not met.® In other courts, the following factors are used in determining whether an action is judicial for purposes of 
judicial immunity: (1) the need to assure that the individual can perform the functions without harassment or intimidation, (2) 
the presence of safeguards that reduce the need for private-damages actions as a means of controlling unconstitutional conduct, 
(3) insulation from political influence, (4) the importance of precedent, (5) the adversary nature of the process, and (6) the 


correctability of error on appeal.” 
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